ANSWERING ISKCON 


Purana classification and Matsya Purana 
verses clarification. 


ferry 12022 by pulser, patted in arguments again Lk, purana cars related 


1 soome the stupidity of Iskcon knows no bounds following is what they have tated 


"The respective works of Yamunachar 


nd Ramanuja which quote this passage ar 
Agama-prAmANya and vEdArtha-saMgraha. sättvikeşu puršbosu, 
mähätmyamadhikam hare / 


Now daas Vedartha Samgraħa even quote this ? This is something to be consider They 
so have the flowing argument 


“Now losars can say padma puran is Interpolated but but wait this verse was quoted 
by sripad Ramanujacharya ji and Vamunacharva ji in 12th century debates along, 


‘withthe whole host vedantist And the verse from matsya puran was quoted by 
sripad Ramanujacharja ji and Yamunacharye in vedant sangrah* 


So the claim here is that Vedartha Samgraha quotes Padma Purana, Since Sri Reman 
is in the 12th century ne quote this in his Vedartna Samgraha. Also come Iskeonitas 
claim that the versos quoted in Skanda Purana which talk about Tamasatva of 
Vaishnava Puranas is late Sth century addition and so on. Now we do not know on what 
basis the say this, we dont know, maximurn they wili say no Acharya quoted it before 
that wo wili not go into why tis argument does not work We wll simply examine the 
‘claim of Iskcon, in ordar to maka a claim thay neod to show some basis, tskcon as usual 
ing to ba clarified hera is thatthe quotation in 
the Vedarthasamgrana is fram Matysa Purana, not Padma Purana Also this particular 
Section talks about the Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika Kalpas does nat talk about 
Puranas as such. This problem haro is that, iskconitos aro dospar 
Just heard something Vedartha Semgraha of Sri Ramanuj has this. they do not bother 
to give reference or axact verses. Following is what Shri Ramanuja says, plaase find the 


sereen shot below along with translation 


{ails to show basis frit claims. 1s 


to the coro, thoy 
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daiam cae” Aft US caueten cf pa hs 
‘fae tet kas dona by ie pedir ut 
TEL TA mis te nas of pes at 


‘earth Samgraha Published by Ramakrishna Ashram BE no 103 


Now the Ist question I have to Iskeonitos is that in what way does this prove that 
‘there is a categorisation of Puranas Into Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika ? There ls 
no classification of Puranas oven present in tha verses quoted by Shri 
Ramanujacharja. 


‘2nd question, if the Padma Purana categorisation was present during the time of 
Shri Ramanujacharya, why did he nat quote it in the Vedartha Samgrana itself 71 
mean the quotation is absent nere, in fact in order to prove that Satvatva of Vaishnava 
related scriptures he takes the help of a Manusmruti quote then the Matsya Purana 
quote about the various Kalpas. So where is the question of Padma Purana quotes 
being present during the time of Shri Ramanujacharya ? If thoy are present why did 
Shri Ramanujacharya not quote them în his Vedarshasamgrahs ? Does this not show 
despration as wel as the utter stupidity of lakconites 7 Also It ls very easy to show that 
ven if tho Satwika, Rajasixa and Tamasika Kolpos aro shown in tha Matysa Purana it 


does not necessarily prova that on Vishnu related scriptures are Satwik, why you may 
ask. since Bhagavat Gita 1820,21 and 22 classifies the Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika 
knowledge Wa have also shown that both Vaishnava ana Shaiva Puranas actually give 
Salwika knowledge whieh is advaita knowledge There Is one mare tis and meranie 
argument which Iskcon uses, they use tne verse 1328 to prove tnat 1820 means 
somathingolse, basically the translation of Prabhupada as follows, 


Chapter 13, Vene: 
o» 


Who ues thar neither the soul nor thë Superson sve denja as 


who aes the Supers accompanying the iia zonl a all bodie amd 


But following are 3 more translations which show this to be completely dtferent. 


English Translation By Swami Adidevananda 


13.28 Who sees the supreme ruler dwelling alike in all bodies and 
eve perihing when they perish, he sees Indeed! 


Engish Translation by Shri Purohit Swami 


1328 He who can see the Supreme Lord in all beings, the 
Imperishable amidst the perishable, he it is who really ses. 


English Translation By By Dr. S. Sankaranarayan 


13.28, Whosoever perceives the Supreme Lord as abiding and as 
nan-perishing in all beings alike, while they perish - he perceives 
properly. 


So dova this not provo without a doubt that skcon’s arguments are nonsense 7 


This ia the problam, Iskcon comes up with all sorts of claims and we have to keep 
debunking thom st thoy said, the Skanda Purana verses quoted by me are not prosent 
in Skanda purana, then when Ishowed them, they state that this Is something I 

‘added into it, then they make a claim that Padma Purana verses are quoted by Shri 
Ramanuja in edarthasammgroha. 


| want people to understand one thing cle 


ly stop trusting any claim that Iskcon 
makes, they aro not trust worthy in anyway. thay can go down to any pathotie oxtont: The 
ways of Iskeon include, ying personalised attacks, spamming. hitting below he belt 
and so on. This is what Iskcon's mathods are allaout, and also stop calling Iskaonits 
5 Vaishnava they ae Abrahamic slaves nothing more. 


Untenabi 


ity of the Sampradaya argument by Iskcon-2 


Desparation of Vaishnavas to prove that Shankara considered Vishnu 
Paratvam Part-3 


2 THOUGHTS ON “PURANA CLASSIFICATION AND MATSYA 
PURANA VERSES CLARIFICATION.” 


a: (ive 


L] 


L 


mahodays, t's vory apparent that few many people at ISKCON are so desperate in 
disparaging Šiva they are 


not understanding the meaning of guna Indeed 
sll the names belongs to rudrah says Ašvalyena grhys sozrani, these people 

never ever understand things properly. At times they are superbly wor 
ramānujan & madhvah. st they aren't sane they 
‘those guys do not oven know tho language: They quote as if they've understood 


[FETE base on PH s definitely us but each purana classis the 
Set of puri iro. Therefore the statemenis are to ba understood with 
kar bheda alo a relative statement Hence you cannot claim it 
absolutely And also before all these things they've to understand why tha 
classification has bee done ferenti in garuda & padma & even before tris 
hats mean by gurah. ies extremely wrong in considoring tnar tamah s 
ignorance wrt KA RSA: is concerned, gunah isn't just quality or even 
material modes of naturas, contextually wel have ta understanethe meanings 


rent devotees & next to that 


And regarding their wrong quoting. as I have already stated, they domt know the 
language & they dort understand things propery as they aren't interest in 
tativam nor that they are interested in bhakti they just have stupid paradigms. 


Any sane who knows the language follows Sakarabhiayem & Srigharashagyam, 


syam of RRITA A FT 


PS: I hopa you fellow the posts & comments of adbhutam wordpress blogas 
well 


Fm comfortable with Sahara 


Heset by Lenan 
Reply 


fe: (vivekab) 


many’ -tew many- 
kire 
Reply 


LEAVE A COMMENT 


